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WESTERN RESERVE LAW REVIEW

[June

PUBLIC UTILITIES
Railroad Rates: Methods for Fixing
The Supreme Court held in Ohio Coal Ass'n v. Public Utilities Commission' that the method for fixing railroad rates and the fixing of rates
for other public utilities are different, that railroads are excluded from the
requirement that public utilities in rate cases should file a detailed inventory and appraisal of property used and useful in rendering service,
and that the Public Utilities Commission is not required to make a valuation
of a railroad's property in Ohio as a condition precedent to the fixing of
the railroad's rates, although the Commission may require any information
it deems pertinent regarding the value of such property.

Authority of a Regional Planning Commission
State v. Ohio Power Co.2 was an action in quo warranto against an electric company to show by what authority the company was exercising its
franchise in certain townships in disregard of the plan adopted -by the board
of county commissioners. The Supreme Court held that an Ohio public
utility, privately owned, engaged in -thebusiness of generating and distributing electricity in different counties throughout the state, and possessing by
grant of the General Assembly the power of eminent domain, is amenable
to the provisions of Ohio Revised Code section 713.25 which provides for
the creation and operation of regional planning commissions, and that the
Public Utilities Commission has no jurisdiction over a public utility in its
acquisition of land preparatory to constructing and maintaining electric
power lines.

Telephone Rates - Valuation of Property
In Mt. Varnon Telephone Corp. v. Public Utilities Commissiona the
Supreme Court held that a telephone company applying to the Public
Utilities Commission for increases in rates had the burden of proving the
reproduction-cost-new-less-observed-depreciation value of its property
used and useful in the rendition of telephone service as of the date certain
on which such property was to be valued; and that where a telephone
company filed an application with the Public Utilities Commission for an
increase in rates, and such company's motion to permit filing without an
1 164 Ohio St. 108, 128 N.E.2d 39 (1955).
2163 Ohio St. 451, 127 N.E.2d 394 (1955).
'163 Ohio St. 381, 127 N.E.2d 14 (1955).

